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From: Bob Summers <bsummers@nvbotanical.com>
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 11:49 AM
To: CCB Regulations
Subject: Public Comment

 
To whom it may concern at CCB: 

Please address the issues with accela. This website has not been an effective tool for cannabis industry 
professionals. The time that it takes to receive an answer for any request on this website is not conducive to 
running a business. Agent cards take over a month to process at times, leaving employees out of work, which 
negatively impacts both cannabis businesses and employed individuals who can not work during the extensive 
time period between agent card expiration and temporary card receipt. Other requests similarly take excessive 
time to process. CCB should have a limit on the time period wherein they may accept or deny an accela 
submittal, and when by default that submittal is assumed approved, as it was when the health and tax 
departments were in charge of cannabis businesses. 
 
Accountability for consistent interpretation of regulations needs to be addressed. The recent complaints and 
fines seem to have no consistent pattern. Businesses need to understand both the regulations and the 
consequences in order to function effectively and efficiently. It is unfair to seemingly define regulations on a 
case per case basis and attach undeterminable consequences to unforeseeable violations. 
 
Timely and Complete Communications. Emails sent to CCB email addresses go unanswered forever. Requests 
for approvals that are unanswered and have been followed up with emails go unanswered. Prior to CCB taking 
jurisdiction of cannabis business there was an ability to communicate with state employees. This is not the 
case now. As an industry we have worked hard to remain compliant, but it is becoming increasingly difficult 
given the inability to communicate issues and receive answers. There needs to be accountability on the 
regulations side. 
 
I appreciate your time, and I hope that together we can bring about positive changes to the CCB regulatory 
process.  
 
 
Thank you 
 

Robert Summers, PhD 
Business Development Officer 
Nevada Botanical Science 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the  
Internet.

 
 
 
Office: (775) 409-3210 
Cell:    (775) 338-3400 
 
www.nvbotanical.com 
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October 11, 2020 
 

Via Email Only         
Cannabis Compliance Board 
555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 4100 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
regulations@ccb.nv.gov 

 
Re: Comment on Proposed Amendment and/or Additions to Nevada Cannabis 

Compliance Board Regulations (NCCR)  
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
 This public comment on the proposed amendment and/or additions to Nevada Cannabis 
Compliance Board Regulations (NCCR) is being provided by Curaleaf Holdings, Inc. and Curaleaf Inc. 
(“Curaleaf”). Curaleaf holds interest in several cannabis licenses in the state of Nevada. Curaleaf provides 
comment and respectfully suggests that the Board amend proposed section 5.127 and the issue of agent 
cards, specifically with regards to the following: 
 

o The requirement for agent cards as it applies to shareholders of publicly traded 
companies should be specifically addressed in 5.127. 
 

o The requirement to obtain an agent card for shareholders of a publicly traded company 
should be limited to shareholders with voting rights and voting interest that equates to 
more than five percent interest in the cannabis license. Furthermore, it should be limited 
to only shareholders with voting rights and voting interest that equates to more than five 
percent interest in the cannabis license for ninety (90) consecutive days. This should be 
completed as there is a possibility that a shareholder may possess 5% interest for a day or 
two due to the way shares are traded and to impose the requirement for an agent card 
because the individual held 5% interest for a very limited period is burdensome. This is 
especially true as the identity of the shareholder may be unknown to the publicly traded 
company and the company has no ability to force an individual to go through the agent 
card process, especially if their identity and contact information is unknown to the 
publicly traded company.  
 

o 5.127(2)(b) requires the publicly traded company to provide an explanation of why it 
cannot through reasonable cost and effort provide a list of all beneficial shareholders as a 
part of its required annual disclosures. This requirement simply is burdensome because a 
publicly traded company is unable to provide information on objecting beneficial owners 
and therefore quite simply cannot provide the requested list of all beneficial owners 
regardless of cost and effort. Therefore, the requirement for this annual explanation 
should be removed.  
 

o 5.127(2)(b) also requires the company identify all shareholders with 5% interest in the 
establishment, but if the shareholder individually does not disclose that information and 
take affirmative actions to report his or her ownership, the publicly traded company will 
have no way of knowing the identity of the shareholder. Therefore, the requirement 
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should be changed to state all shareholders holding 5% or more in the establishment that 
are known to the publicly traded company should be disclosed.  

Curaleaf appreciates the time and effort the Cannabis Compliance Board and the consideration of 
the challenges publicly traded companies face. Curaleaf recognizes the hard work that has been put in to 
developing the proposed regulation 5.127, but kindly requests that the proposed changes and additions, 
specifically with relation to agent card requirements, be considered.   
 
       CURALEAF, INC.  
 
       Lesley S. Gordon, Esq.  
       Lesley S. Gordon, Esq.  
       Licensing and Regulatory Affairs 
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October 11, 2020 

Cannabis Compliance Board 
555 E. Washington Avenue, Suite 5100 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Subject: Comments on Proposed Changes to Nevada Cannabis Compliance Board Regulations 
(NCCR) 5 and 6

Dear Members of the Cannabis Compliance Board,

On behalf of the members of the Nevada Dispensary Association (NDA), thank you for 
considering these written comments to the revised proposed changes to NCCR 5 and 6.  

Proposed 5.127

The NDA appreciates the revisions the CCB made to the proposed regulations in response to 
public comment, as those revisions will help publicly traded companies comply with the 
disclosure requirements.  

We recommend minor revisions to proposed regulation 5.127(2)(b) and request that the CCB 
consider language to allow the list of owners to be provided confidentially.

As we stated in our previous comments, because of the nature of ownership of shares in a 
publicly traded company, these companies are not able to provide a complete list of all 
beneficial owners.  We therefore recommend deleting the language requiring that the disclosure 
must state that a list of beneficial owners could not be obtained through reasonable cost and 
effort.  In the alternative, the section could be edited to only request a list of non-objecting 
beneficial owners.

Proposed 5.127(2)(b)

(b) An updated list of all beneficial owners regardless of amount or type of ownership. If 
a list of all beneficial owners cannot be obtained through reasonable cost and/or effort, 
the publicly traded company must provide an updated list of all non-objecting beneficial 
owners having an ownership interest in the cannabis establishment as of the record date 
disclosed to the CCB under 5.127(1)., and explain why it cannot obtain a full list of all 
beneficial owners through reasonable cost and effort;

Or:

(b) An updated list of all [non-objecting] beneficial owners regardless of amount or type 
of ownership. If a list of all beneficial owners cannot be obtained through reasonable 
cost and/or effort, the publicly traded company must provide an updated list of all non-
objecting beneficial owners having an ownership interest in the cannabis establishment 
as of the record date disclosed to the CCB under 5.127(1)[. If a list cannot be obtained, 
the publicly traded company must] and explain why it cannot obtain a full list of all [non-
objecting] beneficial owners through reasonable cost and effort[.]



521 S. 7TH STREET • LAS VEGAS, NV 89101 • NVDISPENSE.COM

Additionally, members have raised concerns about confidentiality of the shareholder lists.  While 
typically a list of non-objecting beneficial owners would not be confidential, small investors in the 
cannabis industry may be sensitive to the release of their information.  We submit the following 
proposed language to maintain the confidentiality of shareholders of less than 5% of public 
companies:

Proposed 5.127(2)(c)

[(c) Any and all information disclosed to the Board or CCB staff pursuant to this Section 
5.127(2) shall be regarded as confidential information that shall not be released or 
otherwise disclosed unless approved by the licensee. Licensees shall have the option of 
providing the requested list of non-objecting beneficial owners to the Board, or make the 
list available for inspection at a location mutually agreed upon.]

Proposed 6.072

The NDA strongly supports proposed regulation 6.072.  We believe that the entire industry 
benefits from comprehensive education and training in best practices.  

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

Layke Martin, Esq.
Nevada Dispensary Association


